
390 REVIEWS OF BOOKS April

pound of powder in the Castle; and on the authority of Provost Ussher
that Trinity College had grown too small ' to answer the great resort of
scholars coming hither out of England and all parts of this kingdom.'
But most important of all are the documents relating to the extraordinary
raid at Baltimore, co. Cork, when more than one hundred persons—men,
women, and children—were carried off by Turkish pirates.

E. DUNLOP.

Oliver Cromwell. By the Eight Hon. JOHN MOBLEY, M.P. (London
Macmillan. 1900.)

THE appearance of this book is one of the most satisfactory, as it could
not fail to be one of the most attractive, results of the recent concentration
of attention on Cromwell and his work. Notwithstanding the labours
and careful conclusions of scholars like Mr. Gardiner and Mr. Pirth, and
the appreciation of eloquent writers like Mr. Frederic Harrison, there
was room and to spare for a study of Cromwell by Mr. Morley. If
the materials are fast accumulating which will make it possible to say the
final word about Cromwell, that word hap assuredly not yet been spoken.
There is an enigmatic character in the man and his surroundings which
is to a large extent irremovable by documentary evidence, and which
makes each essay of criticism tentative. The revolution wrought by
Carlyle is a testimony not only to the exaggerations of a man of genius,
but to the essential perplexities of a chameleon-like theme, which changes
as one looks at it, and in regard to which the ordinary canons of historic
judgment come short. In spite of Carlyle it is still justifiable to discuss
Cromwell's sincerity and to question his wisdom ; in spite of the domi-
nant opinion which Carlyle only partially overthrew, and in spite of the
reaction against Carlyle, no critic, one may predict, will ever call Cromwell
either a hypocrite or a usurper. It is equally intelligent to treat the
period of his ascendency as one of military imperialism or of constitu-
tional experiment, as a triumph of self-government over monarchy or as
the foundation of a new monarchy on the ruins of all possible guarantees
of self-government. Did Cromwell dislike kingship or think it essential ?
If he changed his mind on the question, why did he do so ? Was
puritanism democratic or aristocratic ? If dominant puritanism was a
tyranny of the sword, whence came the doctrinaire constitutionalism of
the period, its feverish activity, its premature comprehensiveness, its over-
careful balance of forces ? Finally to what extent was puritanism
capable of furnishing a basis of lasting good government in England ?

For dealing with a subject so enigmatic Mr. Morley is in many
important respects peculiarly well fitted. For a sound estimate of
puritanism he has the two essential requisites of sympathy and tran-
scendence : he understands and respects the puritans without being under
their spell. Puritanism, as Mr. Gardiner has taught us, was an eddy and
not a main current of English life ; and it is not easy for the average
Englishman to treat puritanism with the sympathetic insight without
which it cannot be truly judged. • One of the most striking features of
Mr. Morley's book is his treatment at close quarters of puritan conviction
as an impulse of individual and corporate life. Again, by his tempera-
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ment and opinions Mr. Morley is secured against the snare of ignoring
Cromwell's despotic aberrations.

The figure which stands out from Mr. Morley's pages is both vivid
and self-consistent. In the early stages of Cromwell's history there is
little which presents difficulties. The chief actors in the great drama
of the Eebellion, King Charles, Laud, Pym, Wentworth, and the rest, are
sketched with a just and sure hand. In his pages on Calvinism
(pp. 48-54) Mr. Morley lays the foundations of his broad and serious
treatment of puritanism. When at a later stage he deals with the
doings of the Westminster Assembly he shows conspicuously the
excellent inwardness of his treatment of that phase of thought. As to
the bearing of the Self-denying Ordinance on Cromwell's position, Mr.
Morley refuses, perhaps too firmly, to let his attitude be dictated by hero-
worship. ' Nobody can deny,' he says (p. 181), ' that his proceedings
were oblique.' This is rather too dogmatically said.

It is during the critical years from 1646 onwards that we scan Mr.
Morley's portrait most narrowly; for those are the years of enigmas
and the years when Cromwell's essential reputation was made. As to
the initial problem, the question, namely, whether Cromwell was forced
by circumstances into paths uncongenial to him, Mr. Morley comes to
the conclusion which the evidence makes it hard to resist. He was
' thrown back against all his wishes and instincts upon the army alone,'
and found himself, ' by nature a moderator with a passion for order in
its largest meaning, flung into the midst of military and constitutional
anarchy' (p. 229). Cromwell and Ireton were swept off their feet
(p. 240). The wisest counsel was to hesitate; the best strength was to
yield. Once more in Mr. Morley's pages that awful moment lives again
—awful alike in biography and in history—when Cromwell had to
realise that his king was a conspirator. Mr. Morley does not believe the
story about' cruel necessity,' nor does he, one need hardly say, extenuate
the slaying of Charles. Yet the climax of events which led from dis-
trust to regicide cannot be truly exhibited, as Mr. Morley exhibits it
without showing the presence of a Fate with which the individual will
contends in vain. In the closing months of 1648, as Mr. Morley points
out (p. 264), Cromwell's share in the dealings with the king is hardly
perceptible.

If, on the one hand, Cromwell was hampered by the impracticabilities
of the king and the parliament, he was equally hampered on the other
by the impracticabilities of the nation. Mr. Morley quotes with approval
his saying that no constitution will work without ' the acceptance of
those who are concerned to yield obedience to i t ; ' and he maintains that
' this was the truth that brought to naught all the constructive schemes
of the six years before him' (p. 341). The expulsion of the Long
Parliament was the first essay in constitutional reform for which
Cromwell was personally responsible. Mr. Morley sides with Sir Harry
Yane against him (p. 347). Anomalous and inefficient as the parliament
had become, Mr. Morley thinks it was not hopeless, at least as the
subject of reform; and its destruction shattered not only the foundation
stone of the constitution, but the only possible platform on which all
sections of puritans could meet. Having done so unwise a thing, Mr
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Morley holds that Cromwell could never find the path that leads to
practical success. Every scheme was foredoomed to failure; each
violence was certain to necessitate another. Cromwell had learned an
incurable distrust of parliaments; the heart of the nation still trusted
them; and therefore Cromwell, as a constitution-builder, could not
succeed. He was a conservative, and he wished at every point to avert
revolution. But he failed to see that the army in which he trusted as
his instrument forced him into revolution and brought about events
which he neither foresaw nor desired. Such is Mr. Morley's view ; and,
though there may be much difference of opinion as to the insight and
foresight which determined Cromwell's military violences, there surety
can be little in the light of subsequent events as to their untimeliness
and therefore as to their unwisdom.

As might be expected Mr. Morley is by no means dazzled by the
brilliancy of the Protector's foreign policy. Oliver's general aim, he
concludes, was protestant ascendency combined with the ascendency of
English trade ; but he does not see in it the ' pan-evangelical' ideal
which Sir John Seeley recognised. Such as it was, his foreign policy was
' mixed, defensive, and aggressive; pacific and warlike ' (p. 455). On
the famous preference of a French to a Spanish alliance Mr. Morley has
nothing very novel to say. He deprecates the too ready attribution to
Oliver of far-reaching schemes of deliberate expansion. In truth it is
hard to impose on a statesman the obligation of ideals which his critics
in after centuries compose in their arm-chairs. In foreign policy, as in
home policy, Cromwell met what he conceived to be the demands of the
hour with what he conceived to be the most efficient devices ready to his
hand. His ideal alike in home and foreign affairs was a conviction that
the God of puritanism had a purpose for England and the world which
was to be wrought out, at all costs and hazards, by puritans and those
whose alliance they could buy at their own price.

It is needless to say that Cromwell's personal and domestic traits,
the noble sincerity of his faith, his beautiful family life, and his touching
death, are adequately treated by Mr. Morley. The gifts which make
him just to puritanism make him clear and satisfactory on the
Cromwellian toleration and on the confused ecclesiastical system of the
Commonwealth and Protectorate, which so few modern writers under-
stand, or at least can explain to others. If the concluding pages, in
which the inevitable attempt is made to sum up and appraise finally,
show a somewhat nebulous result, the fault is perhaps not Mr. Morley's.
Few men have better qualifications for understanding Cromwell than
the author of this sane and brilliant study. And yet so little at home,
after all, is a puritan of Cromwell's stamp in English air, so unique,
even in the wide fields of European politics, was that fierce outburst of
theocratic energy which is associated with his name, that no attempt to
define him by comparison with other statesmen can be very satisfactory,
and not even Mr. Morley can make his estimate quite convincing.
Cruelty and tolerance, success and failure, the practical and the imprac-
ticable, barren flowering and premature fruitage, all are here in
bewildering combination ; and then suddenly came death and reaction to
end all. There are few formulas that will render such a situation, or
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express the qualities of the chief actor in it. With one sentence of Mr.
Morley's appreciation we may certainly hold : ' He [Cromwell] belonged
to the rarer and nobler type of governing men, who see the golden side,
who count faith, pity, hope among the counsels of practical wisdom, and
who for practical power must ever seek a moral base' (p. 498). This
remains as true after Mr. Morley's criticism as after Carlyle's panegyric.

DAVID WATSON EANNIE.

Calendar of State Papers, Domestic Series, William and Mary. Edited
by W. J. HABDY. Vol. III. 1691-2. (London: H.M. Stationery
Office. 1900.)

THE present instalment of the domestic state papers of William Ill 's reign
covers the period from November 1691 to December 1692 inclusive. The
year was marked by the defeat at Steinkirk and the victory at La Hogue.
The wars in Ireland and Scotland were now over and the settlement of
the two countries was in progress. The volume contains many interesting
letters from William's ministers to the king. Those of Godolphin on
financial affairs are specially notable, and those of Sydney and Nottingham
on Ireland, and of Eochester and Caermarthen on domestic politics.
Sir Francis Wheler's letters about the preparations for his expedition to
the West Indies are of singular interest. If the measures of precaution
which he recommended had been adopted by the government, the crews
under his command would not have suffered from disease as terribly as
they did. There are a large number of documents relating to
military affairs, but they are often very insufficiently described. For
instance, on p. 53 is an abstract of the forces in England. The editor
gives the numbers of the forces in question—' horse, 1,538 ; foot, 8,680 ;
and dragoons, 654 : total, 10,872.' Then follows a similar abstract of the
English forces in Holland and other papers of the same nature, but no
attempt is made to summarise their contents. Very many of the
military papers are treated in this perfunctory manner. A more serious
defect is the carelessness of the editor about the proper dates of the
papers calendared. A considerable number of papers relating to the
events of 1690 and 1691 are scattered amongst those of 1692. ' Some
papers,' says the editor in his preface, ' though placed with documents of
1691, evidently belong to earlier years, such, for instance, as the con-
siderations concerning Ireland ' (p. xxvii; cf. pp. 65, 549). In many cases
the originals are indicated, but some attempt ought to have been made
to assign them at least to their proper year, and it has not been made.
For instance, the letter on p. 44, dated Lisburn, gives an account of the
state of Ireland at the close of 1689, and there is no excuse for putting it
under 1691. With regard to the Scottish papers calendared there is still
greater evidence of negligence. Several long and important letters of
Lord Melville, covering many pages and of special interest and im-
portance, definitely dated by the editor as of particular days and months
in 1692, belong really to the year 1690 (pp. 186, 200, 256, 273; see also
p. 540). One of these is printed by Dalrymple,1 though dated by him
1691. The ' instructions to editors ' printed with every volume of these
calendars require them, where documents have been already printed, to

1 Memoirs of Cheat Britain and Ireland, ed. 1790, iii. 190.
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